letter to his daughter. Nehru also records his appreciation of the massive efforts toward electrification and the mechanization of the farming process in this context. A couple of days later, Nehru followed this up with yet another letter discussing Russia's Five Year Plan. On July 9, 1933, he discussed the tumult in the Soviet Union after Lenin, and espoused Stalin's line vis-à-vis Trotsky and the merits of the cooperative farms.
Nehru wrote:
One thing is clear: that the five year plan has completely changed the face of Russia. From a feudal country it has suddenly become an advanced industrial country. There has been an amazing cultural advance; and the social services, the system of social health and accident insurance, are the most inclusive and advanced in the world....""
Lest it be taken as merely a cosmetic change that the Soviet regime brought about on July 11, 1933, Nehru went on to explain socialism as a distinct stage, resting on fundamental changes in the concept of property relations in the following words:
But the most interesting feature of the Plan was the spirit that lay behind it, for this was a new spirit in politics and industry. This spirit was the spirit of science, an attempt to apply a thought-out scientific method to the building up of society. No such thing had been done before in any country, even the most advanced ones, and it is this application of the methods of science to human and social affairs that is the outstanding feature of Soviet planning. It is because of this that all the world is talking of planning now, but it is difficult to plan effectively when the very basis of the social system, like the capitalistic system, rests on competition and the protection. of vested rights in property.50
Nehru chose to explain his anxiety over the Soviet Union's attitude toward the rise of fascism in Germany and the non-aggression treaty that Stalin signed with Hitler as one among the compromises that is inevitable in the context of building

footnote: Nehru, Glimpses of World History, p. 848.
49 Ibid., p. 856.
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